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issues related to color additives be referred to a committee of experts selected by the National Academy of Sciences.
EPA, in contrast, has had less choice in its relations with its advisory committees.  Several statutes require EPA to consult such committees for scientific review of agency risk assessments or regulations. Examples of mandated advisory committees with a primarily scientific role include the Agency-wide Science Advisory Board? the Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee, a part of this Board, which reviews criteria documents for air-quality standards? and the Scientific Advisory Panel, which focuses on scientific issues in the Agency's Office of Pesticide Programs. The Committee has examined this panel and a subcommittee of the Science Advisory Board as examples of scientific review panels.
Agency actions, including risk assessments, have been reviewed in the Executive Office of the President? however, because these reviews have, with a few notable exceptions, focused primarily on risk management concerns, the Committee has not examined them.
REVIEW OF AGENCY PROCEDURES FOR RISK ASSESSMENT
This section describes the practices used for risk assessment in each of the organizational examples reviewed by the Committee. The descriptions that follow reveal some strengths and weaknesses of particular approaches and permit some tentative generalizations to be made.  Such generalizations, augmented by the experience and judgment of Committee members, lead in turn to recommendations applicable to organizational arrangements for the performance of risk assessment.
The Committee's necessarily retrospective review of agency performance has focused on events and practices of the 1970s, which triggered the current proposals for reform. Changes have been implemented, or at least are contemplated, in the procedures of several of the agencies studied, and the Committee recognized that such changes could alter the performance of risk assessment. Some of the descriptions of agency practices presented here may be dated. However, our purpose is not to describe the current organizational structure of agencies, but rather to discern in the historical record any general relationships between organizational design and procedures and the quality of risk assessments. The